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and passion to prove the guilt which it ought to allege,
but long as it is, it is full of defects, which are not
merely technical, but substantial and significant in the
highest degree.

It states as the foundation of the whole charge against
Impey, the conduct of Hastings when he was charged by
Nuncomar with corruption; conduit which, it says, would
leave no doubt in the mind of any person acquainted
therewith, that the prosecution was set on foot in
order to defeat the accusation; but it does not say that
Impey was acquainted therewith, although a little before
it states in most elaborate language that Impey "was
" well acquainted " with the objects of the Regulating
Act. The reason why Impey's knowledge of Hastings's
conduct is not alleged, no doubt was because it could not
be proved, and probably did not exist, but it is an essen-
tial step in the argument which the charge advances to
prove Impey's guilt. l Impey said of this matter in his
defence that these circumstances were not only not in
evidence on the trial, but were not, in fact, known to him-
self, or to the other judges. " By rumour, and by rumour
" only, was it known that Nuncomar had preferred some
" accusation against Mr. Hastings for corruption in his
"office; the accusations which are said to have been
" publicly 2 brought, were preferred to the Council in their
" secret department, where each member was under an
" oath of secresy. If the prisoner was an object of the
<' special protection of the Court, from the circumstances
" in which he stood as an accuser, that claim would have
" been laid before the Court in evidence and formed part

1  Part. Hist. xxyi. 1380, 1381.

2 "Was publicly accused,"  are   fche terms of the charge.     As to
the oath of secresy, see same remarks in the next chapter.